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This bill requires DOC to establish a “risk assessment system” to determine
how likely a person on probation is to commit another offense. The bill requires DOC
to categorize the person who is on probation for committing a misdemeanor according
tohis or her risk. Under the bill, DOC may not supervise a person who is on probation
for committing a misdemeanar unless one of the following applies: 1) the person is
at a high level of risk; 2) the person is required to register as a sex offender; 3) the
person had been charged with a felony for the conduct that resulted in the
misdemeanor conviction; or 4) the person has ever committed a crime against the life
or bodily security of another person, a domestic violence offense, a burglary of a

home, a crime involving a weapon, or certain serious drug offenses.

#i% ANALYSIS FROM -1418/P5 ***

/CORRECTIONAL SYSTEM <

; %
| 1

|
_ADULT CORRECTIONAL SYSTEM |

Under current law, DOC and DHS provide substance abuse treatment
programs for prison inmates within certain designated correctional or mental health
facilities. If DOC determines that an inmate has successfully completed a substance
abuse treatment program, the inmate is released early to parole or extended
supervision. As is the case under DOC’S Challenge Incarceration Program
(described below), inmates convicted of cer‘%ain violent crimes or certain offenses

against children are not eligible for early release under this program. Inmates who
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are sentenced under the “Truth in Sentencing” law are eligible only if the court
authorizes their participation. This bill authorizes DOC to provide rehabilitative
programs that do not necessarily include substance abuse treatment within a
correctional facility for inmates who may be eligible for early release. The bill
eliminates administration by DHS of substance abuse programs and allows an
inmate to qualify for early release if DOC determines that the inmate successfully
completed a rehabilitation program.

DOC operates the Challenge Incarceration Program for adults who opt to
participate in the program. Participants must be no more than 40 years old and have
a substance abuse problem. A participant is required to perform strenuous physical
exercise and manual labor and participate in counseling, substance abuse
treatment, and military drill and ceremony programs. A person who successfully
completes the program is released to parole or extended supervision, regardless of
how much of his or her sentence the person has served.

This bill allows an inmate who does not have a substance abuse problem, but
is otherwise eligible, to participate in the Challenge Incarceration Program. The bill
requires DOC to assess each inmate who volunteers to participate in the program to
determine if he or she has a substance abuse problem that requires an intensive level

of treatment, a substance abuse problem that does not require intensive treatment
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and is not directly related to the inmate’s criminal behavior, or another treatment
need that is not related to substance abuse and that is directly related to the inmate’s
criminal behavior. The bill requires DOC to provide appropriate treatment and
education, based on its assessment of a participant’s treatment needs, to each
participant in the Challenge Incarceration Program.

R ;AWISALYSIS FROM -1648/P5 ***

A

( CORRECTIONAL SYSTEM > '

This bill increases a DOC appropriation for general program operations by

K 0\for fiscal year 2008-09.

92| ggmﬁgw *** ANALYSIS FROM -0357/3 ***
ey § (CORRECTIONAL SYSTEM™
%.

JUVENILE CORRECTIONAL SYSTEM

Under current law relating to community youth and family aids, generally
referred to as “youth aids,” DOClocate various state and federal
moneys to counties to pay for state-provided juvenile correctionalrservices and local
delinquency-related and juvenile justice services. DOC charges counties for the

costs of services provided by DOC according to per person daily cost assessments

specified in the statutes. Currently, those assessments include assessments of $268
for care in a juvenile correctional facility or a treatment facility, $296 for care in a

residential care center for children and youth, $170 for care in a group home, $74 for

care in a foster home, $145 for care in a treatment foster home, $101 for corrective
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sanctions services, and $37 for aftercare servic

is bill changes those
assessments for fiscal year 2009-10 to $270 for care in a juvenile correctional facility
or a treatment facility, $294 for care in a residential care center for children and

youth, $190 for care in a group home, $72 for care in a foster home, $126 for care ir

,3

a treatment foster home, $101 for corrective sanctions services, and $40 for aftercare

services; and for fiscal year 2010-11 to $275 for care in a juvenile correctional facility

or a treatment facility, $309 for care in a residential care center for children and
youth, $200 for care in a group home, $75 for care in a foster home, $132 for care in

a treatment foster home, $103 for corrective sanctions services, and $41 for aftercare

!oy \a.w‘ TWs l_m\’\ nefeass mest of *f\l\c% Qtﬁesfiﬂ“-""H~

S
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*** ANALYSIS FROM -1494/2 *+*
/ CORRECTIONAL SYS1 o

(
JUVENILE CORRECTIONAL SYSTEM )
Under current law\;Ms are approprlated to DOC for juvenile

correctional services, juvenile residential aftercare services, and juvenile corrective

sanctions services. This bill provides that, if there is a deficit in the juvenile
correctional services appropriation account at the close of fiscal year 2008-09, any
unencumbered balances in the juvenile residential aftercare services and juvenile

corrective sanctions services appropriation accounts at the close of that fiscal year,



vy

sl

LRB-1897/P1

...........

2009 - 2010 Legislature - 55 -

up to the amount of the deficit, are transferred to the juvenile correctional services

appropriation account.

*% ANALYSIS FROM -0443/1 ***
COURTS AND PROCEDURE

CIRCUIT COURTS

Currently, the state reimburses counties for the actual expenses paid to

éﬂi!ﬁg ,ég.f‘“ e Fan i .

i S

1ch includes the payment Qf mileage at the

interpreters réq

5
e rate of 20 cents per mlle omg and returmng from an mterpreter s residenc
s i ™

bill raises the mileage reimbursement rate to that paid for state employee travel,

JLan Ceerrea bty Lrom 20 ceals s oo
which is/48.5 cents per mile.

*** ANALYSIS FROM -0442/1*** , ~
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Ve ~COURTS AND PROCEDURE /;
¢ ) /

R Wéé o CIRCUIT COURTS

3 s A

f’
F’,,a‘? (TSt

?Q’ ¢ ?i”w . P
# / & . v
expenses of/interpreters used byé circuit courts hat count‘ Interpreters are jg

PN T — B

ff relm}:;ursed for their travel expenses and are pald {gejc hourly fee based on their

- R38R oo S

IR

A«/

e
. o

< Qualifications. = | s

O

This bill allows the director of state courts to establish a two-year pilot program
in the seventh judicial administrative district (Buffalo, Crawford, Grant, Iowa,
Jackson, La Crosse, Monroe, Pepin, Pierce, Richland, Trempealeau, and Vernon

B 7
counties) under which the director of state courts @p;;abliSH a scheduma

——
Currently, the dlrector of state courts relmburses countles for the actual ““\\

4

§
Z



2009 - 2010 Legislature - 56 - ' LRB-1897/P1

...........
¢ & B

{ @é@ makﬁ)payments to court mterpreters J ho provide court 1nterpretat1v;\‘

T WM

fggwxces for the circuit courts in those counties:

L ] ?‘f;é %f“@ﬁ(@(‘ Kﬁ&w?ﬁm ft

o w * ANALYSIS FROM -1283/P2 ***

Under current law, when a es found a misdemeanor that the
person commits before he or she was 21, the sentencing court may order that the
record of the conviction be expunged when the person completes his or her sentence.
The court must find that expungement would benefit the person and not harm
society and the person may not commit another crime or have his or her probation
revoked in order to be eligible for expungement.

Under this bill, a person is eligible to have his or her record of a conviction
expunged if the conviction is for a misdemeanor or a nonviolent Class H or Class I
felony that was committed before the person reached the age of 25 and the other
current requirements for expungement are met.

#+% ANALYSIS FROM -1308/1 ***
~"COURTS AND PROCEDURE >

—_ CIRCUIT COURTS ..

Under current law, no person who is qualified and able to serve as a juror may

?j bﬁﬁﬁé on
' be excluded from that serv1ce on_the basis omarltal status. This bill prohibits
exclusion from jury servm%f)omestlc partnership status.

%
i

£

——— iy ?é‘f’c/ en A *‘g’*‘f@c/ﬁ; /;
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OTHER COURTS AND PROCEDURE

This bill defines a “surviving domestic partner” as a person who was the

2 ; As de ?fﬁg 9‘! {4 ff ¢ gjf Z 5;‘ . mew
) domestic partneﬁof the decedent at the time of the decedent’s deatﬁ’fm;rmrs the } 0.
; <

/ 7~ definition of “surviving spouse” by excluding a person who was the domestic partner %,X

/l Y{} [é:’

{ \ l of the decedent and who sought a termination of the domestic partnership, if the \
!

/ \
/ \
Ejg

/ secretary failed to issue a valid certificate of termination for the domestic

partnership, unless the person and the decedent subsequently registered as

g I T

domestic partners or held themselves out as domestic partners. The bill further

excludes from the definition of surviving domestic partner persons who were the
[ | domestic partner of the decedent but have subsequently married a third person or ;‘
have registered a domestic partnership with a third person, or a person who was a /

/

party to a proceeding that concluded with an order terminating the person’s property ,»»"’;’

}%1 g e S Wwﬂ"f{
\ : . .
‘.. rights based on the domestic partnershi 4
o e //}f’ﬁ/‘z‘(f/ €

This bill éﬁb}ishes that in probate c@he following rights for the surviving

domestic partner of a decedent are equivalent to the rights of a surviving spouse:
1. The surviving domestic partner of a decedent who dies intestate is entitled

to inherit all of the decedent’s estate unless the decedent had children that were not

also the children of the surviving domestic partner, in which case the surviving

domestic partner receives half of the intestate estate.



2009 - 2010 Legislature - 58 - LRB-1897/P1

2. A surviving domestic partner may petition the court for the full property

A
: -
interest the decedent had in a home, subject to payment to the esta‘g%%féffﬁe valuigg,,}

o
P

““that interest the surviving domestic partner is not, entitled to/linder a governing

instrument or under intestacy{\;iﬁlin one year from the decedent’s de )

3. If a decedent executed his or her will before the registration of the domestic

éﬁf‘
g partnership, the surviving domestic partner is entitled ﬁ? share of the deced@

&

R /! estate equ tto what the share would be if the decedent died intestate,@
— 7

ot ST

W&E@nl%s the will was executed in contemplation of the domestic
RS

e e

partnership or was intended to apply notwithstanding the decedent subsequently

entering into a domestic partnership.

4. A surviving domestic partner may petition the probate court for an allowance
/;ﬁﬁ;}?{;&({f é;ﬂw e f'ggm Jf(/;f‘(’(‘fg*,{!g;}@
h

for support, Me court may order that sumbec afg/adf\against interest or principal

A P

S—
e —

from the estate to which the surviving domestic partner is entitled‘én%rt may

e ————R A S

@\ply that allowance;»{éainst amounts owed for assuming the decedent’s full interest

R —— o S S5

s S WAMW‘MMW"'”“%‘% e ; 7
in a home. The court may distribute a special allowance for support of the surviving ™~

/ i
/ | |

o

: /»f\""“él‘ﬁiﬁ”é”gtic partner even if the distribution of such an allowance would harm the |

[T

domestic partner versus the needs of the creditor. i

M‘“’*‘m‘wmw, . s
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5. A surviving domestic partner may select erm thé estaiﬁgiaﬁt:ertain persona})and
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s

/%ju.sehold 1tems szd\may be entitled to household items necessary for the

\M,

A
B

maintenance of the home, notwithstanding that those items were bequeathed to
another heir.
6. A surviving domestic partner may petition the court to set aside an amount
15% for his or her support of up to $10,000 in value that will be exempt from the claims
I of the estate’s creditors. ¢

{ fj 7 If the value of the decedent’s Mss the amounts of debt secured by\x

W
y

s s
-
R s

( property of the estate, does not exceed $50,000, a surviving domestic partner may
\J f

i — -

settle the estate under summary procedures without the need to appoint a personal
representative of the estate.
Under current law, a court reviewing a settlement or monetary judgment for the

plaintiff in a wrongful death action may set aside an amount of up to 50 percent of

the net settlement or judgmentfafter deducting collectmn &)?%\for the support of the

S —

decedent’s surviving spouse or minor children. Current law permits a surviving
- 7
spouse (:{ other relatives allowé@ to bring a wrongful death actiox/}) to satisfy and

discharge the claims of the estate in settling the wrongful death claims of the

surviving spouse WT}IB bill allows the decedent’s surviving domestic

partner to file an action for wrongful death, to petition the court to set aside amounts
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of up to 50 percent of the net settlement or judgment of the wrongful death claims

for the support of the domestic partner, and to discharge the claims of the estate in

settling the domestic partner’s wrongful death claims. _

L

/ 71 ‘;‘W’W«FW“ <y . 11 1 . e .
Under current law, a personthas the right to evoke the spousal privilege and >
3 ,yap p ‘

o ,zg prevent the person’s current or former spouse from testifying about private
e

communications between the spouses or former spouse%mto certam
7 Llnd (or 2 ;{‘ﬁ
exclusmn } This bill y 1. S a person ,tq;fprevent the person’s current or former

domestic partners from testifying about private communications between the

domestic partners or former domestic partnersféﬁbject to the same exclusion

/ #** ANALYSIS FROM -1285/P3 *** ™V
p COURTS AND PROCEDURE \
;;’f CIRCUIT COURTS )

Under current law, with a few exceptions, a person who filed a civil action, an

forfeiture is assessed pays a $12 justice information surcharge. Of that amount, $6

\

I i
§ i
E H
& action in small claims court, or a wage garnishment action or against whom a civil E
4 !
% |
%

is credited to the consolidated court automation program (CCAP), $5 is credited to %
|

|

/

the automated justice information system, and $1 remains in the general fund

Additionally, under current law, moneys are appropriated from general purpose |

/

\\ revenues and credited to DOA for assistance to indigent civil litigants /

ﬁ
/"Mﬂ
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~ This bill increases the justice information surcharge to $18. Under the bill, $6
is credited to CCAP, $7.50 is credited to the automated justice information system,

- $1.50 is credited to the Office of Justice Assistance for statistical gathering and
analyses, $2 is credited to DOA for assistance to indigent civil litigants, replacing the

/

| appropriation from general purpose revenues, and $1 remains in the general fund./

#++ANALYSIS FROM -0453/P1 ***
«_COURTS AND PROCEDUREY/

o —"

e, e

DISTRICT ATTORNEYS
This bill requires the Office of Justice Assistance (OJA) to fund 1.0 assistant

district attorney position in St. Croix County and 0.25 assistant district attorney
position in Chippewa County. The bill also requires DOJ to fund 1.0 assistant district
attorney position to prosecute drug crimes in St. Croix County.

Additionally, the bill requires DOA to allocate funds from OJA and DOJ
appropriations to fund 2.0 assistant district attorney positions in Milwaukee County
and 0.75 assistant district attorney position in Dane County to prosecute drug

crimes.

*#*% ANALYSIS FROM -0120/P3 ***
PUBLIC DEFENDER

Under current law, the State Public Defender (SPD) provides legal
representation to indigent defendants in criminal cases, to children and youth in

protective services and delinquency cases, and to persons in certain civil
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commitment and patermty proceedings./ In both criminal and civil proceedings,
—y

i

e ettt

//V S

O)

covery in criminal and ceﬁaig,ﬁiﬁl commitment cases, the fee

7

A
that are subjec odi

&

-~ e
may not-€xceed the actual, necessary, and direct cost of providing the copies. Current

law also requires DHS to establish*‘tﬂaximum charges that health care providers may

e

B

e

charge for copies of pat1ent health care records.

»
“6,/,9“’:*%

This bill requires the Public Defender Board (board) to establish by rule

maximum fees that the SPD may pay for copies of materials that are subject to

oY

diSC(Wﬁ)/i:l promulgating the rule the board must cons1der information regardmg

i;the actual, necessary, and direct cost of producing copies of discoverable materials.

&“ Finally, thg _bill provides that 1,.5 /a/ﬁgrson,f charges the SPD a fee for copies of

§ discoverable materials, thé fee may not exceed the applicable maximum fee for caples /

|

% - e £ ' ? ey . 5 £ A

K that is established in the rule. jhﬁfvﬂéf P bk ;’“ & ‘(‘M S 4’? chat ‘ﬁmx ?

=< [ 1 o «@,‘é’ o
#++ ANALYSIS FROM -1250/2 *++  “° ' \glnecl d ’

//“’” MWM ;
1{; COURTS AND PROCEDURE

OTHER COURTS AND PROCEDURE

Under current law, when a person is convicted of a crime or if a person was
charged with a crime but the criminal charge was amended to a civil offense and a

court finds that the person committed the civil offense, the person pays a crime victim
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and witness assistance surcharge. The surcharge is $85 for each felony charge and
$60 for each misdemeanor charge; current law splits the surcharge into two parts.
For each felony surcharge, $65 is used to provide compensation for crime victims and
$20 is used to provide grants to organizations that provide services for sexual assault
victims. For each misdemeanor surcharge, $40 is used to provide compensation for
crime victims and $20 is used to provide grants to organizations that provide services
for sexual assault victims.

This bill increases the crime victim and witness assistance surcharge to $90 for

each felony charge and $65 for each misdemeanor charge. Under the bill, $20 of each

compensation for crime victims.

*kk ANALYSIS FROM -1862/2 *#+*
EDUCATION

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION
This bill directs DPI to use a portion of the federal funds received by the state

pursuant to the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, as determined by
the secretary of administration, to make state aid payments to schools in June 2009
and in the 2009-10 and 2010-11 fiscal years. The bill lapses to the general fund
$133,000,000 in state school aids in the 2008-09 fiscal year.

*xk ANALYSIS FROM -1795/2 ***
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. PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION < d‘s

Current law generally limits the increase in the total amount of revenue per
pupil that a school district may receive from general school aids and property taxes
in a school year to the amount of revenue increase allowed per pupil in the previous
school year increased by the percentage change in the consumer price index. Several
exceptions are provided. For example, if a school district increases the services that
it provides by adding responsibility for providing a service transferred to it from
another governmental unit, its revenue limit is increased by the cost of that service.

This bill provides revenue limit adjustments for the costs of school safety
equipment @n Q the c)bmpensatmn costs of security officers, (gﬁ costs of employing

e

school nurses, and pupii transportation costs.

*+% ANALYSIS FROM -1796/3 *+*
EDUCATION—

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION

For the purpose of determining a school district’s revenue limit, this bill

includes in the school district’s state aid amount all federal
ﬁf,&i
received by the school district, pursu; ofederale

N

Cegg(eﬁs,f{t/{iat are Wt the federal Indlv;duals vyﬁ;h Disabilities

Lo Y pavpsst of ﬁf»sfffeka(
Education Act or that portion of the federal Elementary and Secondary Education

,

Act relating to improving basic education programs, or that are provided to restore

ey e ,Awé’i"i ééxn fﬁéww@}/ Gl i@ﬁféﬁﬁéhf,‘(d a’/zm‘?‘f
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the state’s support for elementary and secondary education to the level provided in

the 2007-08 fiscal year.

*#% ANALYSIS FROM -1643/4 ***

L , N 4
_— EDUCATIO P
N\s

rf/z' T '
(__PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION

This bill authorizes DOA to exempt a school district from its revenue limit for
four years, and to extend an exemption for additional four-year periods, under
certain circumstances. The school board must submit a plan to DOA in which it
agrees to do all of the following:

1. For certain school districts, enroll school district employees in the state
employee health plan.

2. Depending on the number of school district employees, participate in
collective bargaining units for school district professional employees that are
comprised of at least three, four, or five school districts or encompass a specified
number of employees.

3. Implement a teacher compensation system aligned with DPI’s
administrative rules relating to teacher licensure, as determined by DOA. For
example, the system must ensure that no teacher’s salary is reduced as a result of

s
the implementation of the system and that pupil compensation increase for teachers
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are based on teacher performance and schoolwide gains in pupil academic

achievement.

4. Implement school improvement strategies.

B

ek ANALYSIS FROM -0432/1 ek

eﬁgﬂ‘ﬁfis @W *’g\g Jeue sl i i“%“’i z? iTs
t0 i\school districtg ammmm{zper pupil revenue is less than a statutory

revenue ceiling, currently set at $9,000.

L Y\ﬁ‘\ /{ This bill increases the per pupil revenue ceiling to $9,400 for the 2009-10 school

| year and to $9,800 for any subsequent school year.

*xk ANALYSIS FROM -1359/2 #%* /\h_w

EDUCATION b

{ ‘,/"/{
PRIMARY AND SECQNDARY EDUGATION

This bill clarifies the correct method for calculating the revenue limit of a

consolidated school district.

##* ANALYSIS FROM -1388/P1 ***
" EDUCATION . S

/

/f».s“‘\
“PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION-~ -
Under current law, the members of the school boards of consolidating school

districts serve as a joint interim school board of the new school district until the

election of members to the school board of the new school district. This bill clarifies
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on the school board of the consolidating school district after the election of the new
school district board members and until the effective date of the consolidation.

k%t ANALYSIS FROM -1402/P3 ***

~ EDUCATION ——___s=——
4 )
- PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATI

g, . o

This bill makes changes to the laws governing the Milwaukee Parental Choice
Program (MPCP), under which a pupil who resides in the city of Milwaukee may
attend a private school at state expense under certain conditions.

Under current law, a private school participating in the MPCP must achieve
accreditation by an accrediting organization or association by December 31 of the
third school year following the first school year in which it participates in the MPCP.
This bill requires the private school to attain accreditation by August 1 of the school

year in which the school first participates in the MPCP.

/}Beginning in the 2011-12 school year, this bill directs each private school

5

participating in the MPCP to ensure that every teacher and administrator at the

private school has at least a bachelor’s degree from . an accredited institution of

ot

o % ?{éa{&%é shook Pa;f}id?sﬁwj; jo He MPEP e
higher educati(ﬂ;ly, teachers Lare required to have graduated from high

e

_

R

school or to have been granted a declaration of equivalency of high school graduation. /
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Under current law, a school board must schedule at least 1,050 hours of direct

pupil instruction in grades one to six and at least 1,137 hours of direct pupil
instruction in grades seven to twelve. This bill requires private schools participating
in the MPCP to comply with these requirements.

Under current law, enroliment in the MPCP is capped at 22,500 pupils. fnrthe—

mrm\;ha%ﬁhe enrollment cap is reached, th@éﬁéﬁefs?}peﬁﬁ%e@é%m;\must issue an

order prohibiting the enrollment of additional pupils £ s PCPruntil the number

of pupils falls below 22,500. This bill provides that, if the number of pupils enrolled

in the program falls below 22,500, participating private schools may admit

additional pupils under the program but must give first priority to returning MPCP

£
\w

pupils, second priority to siblings of enrolled MPCP pupils, and third priority to
pupils selected at random under a procedure established by DPI by rule.

Current law requires each private school participating in the MPCP to
administer a nationally normed standardized test in reading, mathematics, and
science to pupils attending the school under the program in the fourth, eighth, and
tenth grades. This bill requires each private school participating in the MPCP to
administer the examinations adopted or approved by DPI.

Current law requires each school board to adopt either its own academic

standards or the academic standards contained in the governor’s executive order
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issued on January 13, 1998. Identical provisions exist under current law for

independent charter schools. This bill requires the governing body of each private

school participating in the MPCP to adopt academic standards.
and ey gf%@é" HFestty jndep “rdept Cherter Taimgg

Under current law, each school boar%must administer to all pupils enrolled in
4 & stavdoydied reding teet ol

the school distric@ the third grade] including pupils enrolled in charter ;

at charter schools are
Ais bl requires

[ /P,rivate schools
s Wy

participating in the MPCP &re not required to administer this test.(This bill imposes |

= ; <
7 this requirement on these private schoolsD

§
%
g e

The federal No Child Left Behind Act requires public school assessments in

r f
L

reading and mathematics in each of grades three to eight and at least once in grades
ten to twelve; and in science at least once in grades three to five, six to nine, and ten
these. .
to twelve. This bill imposes@equiremenyon private schools participating in the
MPCP for pupils attending the schools under the MPCP.
Under current law, each school board and the operator of each independent
charter school must develop written policies specifying criteria for granting a high

school diploma. Neither a school board nor the operator of an independent charter

{ ; school may grant a high school diploma to any pupil unless the pupil has satisfied
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the criteria. Similarly, each school board and each independent charter school must
adopt policies specifying criteria for promoting a pupil from the fourth grade to the
fifth grade and from the eighth grade to the ninth grade. A pupil may not be
promoted unless he or she satisfies the promotion criteria. This bill imposes upon
private schools participating in the MPCP the same prohibitions against graduation
and promotion (gor pupils attending the private school under the MPC%)%:/hat are

imposed upon school boards and independent charter schools.

f' The bill also requlr the private school to issue a h;gh ‘school diploma ﬁpﬁ

pupﬂ attending the school uWCP who sa/ieﬁ;ﬁ l of the

equlrements necessary for high school graduation

s‘

certificate to ege

é‘

The bill requires a private school participating in the MPCP to maintain

progress records for each pupil attending the school under the MPCP while the pupil

attends the school and for at least five years thereafter g;)gress recorcif/mélude the“E

1

lar activities.; The bill

[ courses :/p/gpil"took, the pupil’s - pupﬂ’s attendance retord, the I?fi{ii

. immunization record, and records of the pupil’s extracurri

requires the private school to provide a copy of the records to the pupil or the pupil’s
parent or guardian upon request and, if the school closes, to transfer the records to

the Milwaukee Public School%. The bill also requires the private school to issue a

i

|
{m%)

R ———————————

\
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high school diploma or certificate to each pupil attending the school under the MPCP

who satisfies all of the requirements necessary for high school graduation.
Current law requires a school district to transfer to another school or school
district, within five working days, all pupil records relating to a specific pupil if the

transferring school district has received notice from the pupil (if he or she is adult),

or school district that the pupil intends to enroll or has enrolled in the other school
or school district. This bill makes this requirement applicable to the private schools
participating in the MPCP.

The bill also requires each MPCP school to provide each applicant to the school
with all of the following: (1) a list of the names, addresses, and telephone numbers
of the members of the governing body of the school; (2) a notice stating whether the
school is an organization run for profit or not for profit, and, if the school is ﬁ;ﬂ\xynotf
f&?ﬁ??oﬁt, proof of its federal tax-exempt status; (3) a copy of the appeals process used
if the school rejects an applicant for admission; (4) a statement that the school agrees
to be subject to the open meetings and open records requirements applicable to public
bodies; (5) graduation requirements; (6) a copy of the non-harassment policy and
procedures used by the school; (7) suspension and expulsion policies and procedures;

and (8) policies for accepting or denying the transfer of credits for coursework
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completed by pupils at other schools. In addition, upon request of any person, the

school must provide to that person the information above, as well as the numBér of
pupils enrolled in the private school in the previous school year; the number of pupils
enrolled in the private school underAMPCP in the previous school year; pupil scores
on standardized tests administered in the previous school year; a copy of the
academic standards adopted by the private school; the number of pupils who have
graduated from the private school in every year in which the private school has
participated in the MPCP; and the rates of promotion of 4th and 8th grade pupils

enrolled in the private school.

*#* ANALYSIS FRO

IMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION

[/ﬁnder the Mll/ggauKee Parental Choice ?;ogram (MPCP), the state pays ;;n*w«»
e f“ p

e

Vs #

e
r

;
A

certain pupiwg attend private schools located in fi)i'ivate

rd

M hd . . ,
school participating in the MPCP in any

‘fil/é city of Milwaukee.

chool year must submi independent

financial audit and evidence of- ound fiscal practices to DPI by the following j

September 1. J;

This bill requires each private school that applies to participate in the MPCP

to pay to DPI a nonrefundable fee each year in an amount determined by DPI. DPI

P
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must use the fees to evaluate the financial audits and evidence of sound fiscal

practices submitted to DPI by participating private schools.

*#* ANALYSIS FROM -1623/1 ***
EDUCATION ~— ——

>

Wy AND SECONDARY EDUCATION
Under the current school aid formula, the state establishes a guaranteed tax

base, known as the glarantéed valuation. The rate at which a school district’s costs
are aided through the formula is determined by comparing the school district’s per
pupil tax base (or equalized valuation) to the guaranteed valuation. State aid is
provided to make up the difference between the school district’s actual tax base and
that state guaranteed level. A school district’s guaranteed valuation is determined
by multiplying the guaranteed valuation per pupil (set by statute) by the district’s

enrollment.

the valuation per member by the district’s enrollment plus 50 percent of the number
™t

of pupils attending a private school under the eP t iC
The 50 percent figure is phased in over a five-year period.

*k% ANALYSIS FROM -1798/1 ***

£
A
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" EDUCATION

v
_ PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION—"

This bill directs the Legislative Reference Bureau, at the direction of the

secretary of administration, to prepare a bill for introduction during the 2009

legislative session that addresses the findings of a review of the finances and

mes

operations of tfeMi : onducted at the request of the governor

and the mayor of Milwaukee

k- ANALYSIS FROM 1400/3 S
EDUCATION ' S

(_PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION

This bill changes the funding source for pupil transportation aid from the

general fund to the transportation fund.

A FROM - 1026/2 ek
e —— EDUCATION " '

W

(__PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION-

EDI
Currently, state aid to public library systems is funded using both general

e,

purpose revenue and revenue in the universal service fund. The universal service
fund consists of moneys that are required to be contributed by certain
telecommunications providers. The fund is used for promoting universal
telecommunications service and for other specified purposes. This bill funds public
library aid exclusively from the universal service fund.

Current law directs DPI to contract with the public library in the city of

Milwaukee to provide library services to physically handicapped persons and to
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contract for services with libraries to serve as resources of specialized library
materials and information not available in DPI’s reference and loan library. The cost
of these contracts is paid with general purpose revenue. Under this bill, the cost of

these contacts is paid from the universal service fund.
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moneys in the universal service fﬁd instead of moneys in the genéral fund

e

-

S

pd
s ANALYSMM%B o
_—EDUCATION

This bill directs DPI to award gfants thool districts or cooperative educational
o
service agencies, acting in conjunction with tribal education authorities, to support

innovative, effective instruction in one or more American Indian languages. The

grants are funded with Indian gaming receipts.

*** ANALYSIS FROM -1431/P1 ***

_— EDUCATION™
"

( PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION-

Under current law, DPI may award grants to nonprofit organizations to support
adult literacy programs. No @t may exceed $10,000. This bill eliminates the
$10,000 limit.

*#k ANALYSIS FROM -0424/2 ***
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s EDUCATION

{ PRIMARY AND SECONDARY EDUCA#I;I_QQ
This bill extends DPI’s authority to award annual grants to Project Lead the

Way through the 2010-11 fiscal year in order to provide discounted professional
development services and software to participating high schools.

##% ANALYSIS FROM -1627/P3 ***

~EDUCATION >~

HIGHER EDUCATION i Gd
This bill allows the Board of Regents of the UW System (tbpazd to makﬁgrants
o

to undergraduate resident students do not receive a Wisconsin higher education
the Highes élumﬁ%a& }\ {Ls Bl

grant awarded byAHW

~The amount of a grant te-a-student must

correspond to increases, or portions of increases, in tuition charged to the student.

IE————
ﬁThe bill generally prohlblts the board from mak)m’/% grant to a student wh M

fif‘”sfuppeﬁf‘w

ik ANALYSIS FROM -1619/P1 ***

HIGHER EDUCATION

The bill requires the Board of Regents efthe:LPASy

interdisciplinary research into biotechnology, nanotechnology, and information

technologies that enhanceé human health and welfare.
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*** ANALYSIS FROM -1617/P1 ***
s ’“EDUCATIO

on in the 2009-10 fiscal year to support

the establishment of the Wisconsin Genomics Initiative.

ek ANALYSISFROM -1392/2 ***

- create a new school that has graduate,

professional, or post-baccalaureate academic programs. This bill allows the board

IR )
J\ to create the following schools at UW-Milwaukee: 1) a school of public health; and

2) a school of freshwater sciences.

ik ANALYS IS FROM -0461/P1 ***

J GHER EDUCATION __

(University of Wisconsin System
Under current law, the Medical College of Wisconsin ((college)) and the

University of Wisconsin-Madison School of Medicine and Public Health W

must submit biennial reports to the governor and JCF on specified topics, including
the following: 1) Wisconsin resident enrollment numbers and percentages; 2)
placement of graduates of doctor of medicine and residency training programs; and

3) financial summaries for the college and school. This bill eliminates the



w
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requirement for reports on the foregoing topics, but does not affect reporting on other

topics required under current law.

*kk ANALYSIS FROM -1666/P2 ***

S

. HIGHER EDUCATIO

Under current law, the Board of Regents fboard)-of-the HW-System

is allowed

to create or abolish full-time equivalent (FTE) positions that are funded from a

number of specified appropriations, including one appropriation that is funded with
r? rige EQVZEZS

segregated fund revenues. This bill allows the board /60 create or abolish FTE

positions that are funded from any appropriation to the board that is funded with

su¥

segregated fund revenues,

e
Tbjﬁ%ill also makes an appropriation from the recycling and renewable energy

N

fund to the board to support research under the Wisconsin Bioenergy Initiative.

*#* ANALYSIS I -1292/2 ***
/" EDUCATION ™ <

“HIGHER EDUCATIO?
Generally, current law allows a UW System student who has been a bona fide

Wisconsin resident for the 12 months preceding the beginning of a semester or
session for which the student registers to pay resident, as opposed to nonresident,
tuition.

This bill allows an alien who is not a legal permanent resident of the United

States to pay resident, as opposed to nonresident, tuition if he or she: 1) graduated
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from a Wisconsin high school or received a declaration of equivalency of high school
graduation from Wisconsin; 2) was continuously present in Wisconsin for at least
three years following the first day of attending a Wisconsin high school or
immediately preceding receipt of a declaration of equivalency of high school
graduation; and 3) enrolls in a UW System institution and provides the institution
with an affidavit stating that he or she has filed or will file an appiicatioﬁ for
permanent residency with U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services as soon as the
person is eligible to do so.

The bill also provides that such persons are to be considered residents of this
state for purposes Qf admission to and payment of fees at a technical college.

*kx ANALYSIS FROM -0467/1 ***
UCATIO

IGHER EDUCATIO
In general,\if a technical college district board wishes to make a capital

expenditure exceeding $1,000,000 or to borrow more than $1,000,000, it must adopt
a resolution to do so and submit the resolution to the electors of the district for

approval. This bill raises the amount from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000.

Board) to establish tuition for resident and nonresident students. For a resident
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student, the WT'CS Board must comply with requirements that depend on whether
the student is enrolled in a liberal arts collegiate transfer program or in a
postsecondary or vocational-adult program. For a nonresident student, the WI'CS
Board must establish tuition based on 100 percent of the statewide cost per full-time

equivalent student for operating the program in which the student is enrolled.

This bill eh? tidents Thebill

requires

the WTCS Board to establish tuition for nonresident students based on 150 percent

of the program fees that the WIT'CS Board is required to establish for resident

students.
ek ANALYSIS FROM -0502/P2 ***
f@f~wﬁ”ﬁ%CATlo’
4
i\ﬁigHER EDUCATION
Current law allows the eqnsin Fechni CS?Board to
et
makeAgrants to technical college district boards (distriet baardk) for skills training

related to the needs of business. Current law prohibits the WTCS Board from

awiandar 5
making /{;1 grant unless

business is located in this state, has no more than 100 employees, and has no more
than $10,000,000 in gross annual income. Also, current law prohibits using a grant
to pay more than 80 percent of the cost of training the spouse or child of the business

owner, or to pay wages or compensate for lost revenue in connection with providing
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the training. In addition, current law prohibits the WI'CS Board from awarding

more than $1,000,000 in grants in a fiscal year.

This bill eliminates all of the prohibitions described above. In addition, the bill

BN Her
\[< y eliminatesa requn‘ement Wﬂ@%&fs&ﬁélstrlct boards t¢ submit reports to
D
, the WTCS Board on how grants are used.
Tt
~ 1306 WE - g fos, #** ANALYSIS FROM -0295/3 ***
} N e & e e
Yy wnder cu"m n Gt ——— CATION— N

Crrrent iy, ¥ S
dhe UW S}a $ Ao \Q.'Eﬂﬁ EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL AGENCI ES.- )

Qurrent law requires the Boz

9/
- whichever is longer, t@nwzﬁ%msﬁenwaf this state for vetera@

(eneﬁts purposes m the spouse, unremarried surviving spouse
\S C.\‘\ ltl O'?am eh \A)\le

Q
Wemra " {hi
Cdeg

@0 either: 1) while a resident of this state, d@n active duty, died as

the result of a service-connected disability,led in the line of d lﬁle on(@
’\ or 2o aw Wara ;

uty for training purposeWat least a 30 percent

service—connected disability rating. JIn the case of a veteran enrolled in the UW

System, “academic fees” includes nonresident tuition,
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irects the Board of Regents and a district board granting a re?iss%

of academic fees to requim or @dependent @0 apply to the
payment of those es all educational assistance to which that person is

entitled under the federal Post-9/11 Veterans Educational Assistance Act of 2008

. , g
, commonly referred to as the “New GI Bill{” which provides

(d:wational assistance for members of the U.S. armed forces who serve after

CLiLL

September 11, 200 ‘.\/ This requirement applies notwithstandingat the

veteran or dependent may be entitled to educational assistance under the federal

Montgomery GI Bill Act of 1984 or the federal Survivors’ and Dependents’
Educational Assistance Program (collectively referred to as the “Old GI Bill”) as well
as under the New GI Bill. For a veteran or dependent who is entitled to educational
assistance under both the Old GI Bill and the New GI Bill, if the amount of
educational assistance, other than educational assistance for tuition, to which the
veteran or dependent is entitled under the Old GI Bill is greater than the amount of
educational assistance, other than educational assistance for tuition, to which the
veteran or dependent is entitled under the New GI Bill, the Higher Educational Aids
(ME m;j
Boar%‘nust reimburse the veteran or dependent for the difference in those amounts

of educational assistance.

##% ANALYSIS FROM -1337/3 ***
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i )
OTHER EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL AGENCIES ) t;%/
Under current law, TEAB awards various grants to resident students fo

(_higher education, incluﬁébeginning in the 2011-—13 academic year,|Wisconsin
I n uavogwﬁlta
covenant scholar grants t@fesident students who ars enrolled at least half tim@/

j k&v (anfs U
<;_e;jstered as freshmen, sophomores, juniors, or seniors i @blic or privat

Gonproﬁt, accredited institutions of higher education or @y{ribally controlled
w

colleges in this state. Current law requires HEAB to promulgate rules to implement

that grant program. This bill requires a student to be designated as a Wisconsin
covenant scholar by the Office of the Wisconsin Covenant Scholars Program in DOA
(office) in order to be eligible for a Wisconsin covenant scholar grant. This bill also
requires DOA, rather than HEAB, to promulgate rules to implement the grant

program and requires those rules to include fules establishingfeligibility criteria for

designation as a Wisconsin covenant scholar. In addition, the bill requires DPI

@ent permitted under the federal Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act

to provide pupil information to the office as necessary for the office to fulfill its role
in the administration of the grant program.

*** ANALYSIS FROM -0294/1 ***
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( (OTHER EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL AGENCIES _ )
Under current law Higher Educational Aids Board (HE (HEAB) awards Wisconsin

higher education grants (WHEG grants) to undergraduates enrolled at least half
time at nonprofit public institutions of higher education or tribally controlled
colleges in this state. Currently, a WHEG grant may not exceed $3,000 for an
academic year. This bill permits HEAB to establish the maximum amount of a
WHEG grant, but prohibits HEAB from increasing that maximum amount unless
HEAB determines that as many students will be awarded WHEG grants in the

current academic year as in the previous academic year.

*#% ANALYSIS FROM 1293/3 wn

@UCATI
R EDUCATION

nder current law, the ngher ducational Aids Board (HEAB) awards

Wisconsin higher education grants to undérgraduates enrolled in nonprofit public /ne ¥

Tae

institutions of higher education or tribally controlled colleges in this state. Thigjpill

funds those grants in fiscal year 2009-10 in part from moneys received by the UW

i

5/
System for auxiliary enterprises¢such as dining halls and parking facilities.

~
k% ANALYSIS FROM -1687/2 ***

DUCATION> 9/

OTHER EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL AGENCIES
Current law requires the Higher Educational Aids Board (HEAB) to contract

with a private nonprofit institution of higher education in this state that operates
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Fe o

accredited/dental school (Marquette University Dental School) for the provision o
dental education services for residents of this state who are enrolled as full-time

studentsiin the pursuit of a doctor of dental surgery (D.D.S.) degree Currentl

A ;f\éer me«m‘? \\~ |
| P HEAB must ¢ ' $8 753 in each fiscal year 0 thﬂ Marquette University Dental
J i~ y m y

V\SQ’SI\S \?J
each esnient .,‘;ho is enrolle fa,‘l tlmeﬂg ursuit of a D.D.S.

S0 g/
oree, a he number ofwho may belfunded(py HEAB is cappe

&J’is@“&x‘\ f<,$‘

at 160.

(&7\\ o C\_};LWThis bill, beginning in fiscal year 2010-11, eliminates the dental educati

and instead creates a loan program, to be administered by HEAB, to defray

( \Wiseonsia
S the cost of tuition, fees, and expenses f(;i}'esulenho are enrolled full-time

in a program leading to a D.D.S. degree at the Marquette University Dental School.
The maximum amount of a loan for a resident, full-time student during a fiscal year

is $8,753, and the maximum number of resident students who may receive a loan is
A foc 4e 50460 in egtwh f}iscal year.

er the bill, a loan recipient must agree that N
e Um \ edrs Lq;\- ors f&CQ.;Jc) . \Oljw\’\ gr w V3 or
7 her
he has ¢ leted his or her program of study) 20 percent of fhe loan recipient’s
Wiseonsin 0
patient encounters as a dentist will be With)re&dents ho are recipients

of Medical Assistance. {That patient encounter obligation continues for the same

number of years that the loan recipient received a loan) The bill requires HEAB to
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Torgive the principal and interest of one fisca) year’s loan after each full year that the

- recipient fulfills that patient encounter obligation.

*+* ANALYSIS FROM -1840/1 ***
EDUCATION)

éO'mER EDUCATIONAL AND C -
Current law requlres@é/f‘h’gﬁe? Educational Aids Boat—'&iHEABi to establish

plans to be administered by HEAB for participation by this state under any federal
acts relating to higher education. This bill requires HEAB to obtain the approval of
DOA before HEAB may expend any discretionary federal economic stimulus funds
for any higher education capital or modernization project.

*#% ANALYSIS FROM -0669/1 ***

B é“\:\\‘.v\‘ﬁ' EDUCATION y%/
;
m “OTHER EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL AGENCIES /

Under Wertmn educatlonal agencies, such as school districts,

rivate schools, technic

college districts, private colleges, and public library

ducational Telecommunications Access Program,
o s
under which DOA provideg or contracts for the provision of, Jnternet access to

educational agencies. Currently, an educational agency that is prov1ded
/) %\\\w‘li?
m Internet access under the program may not provide\access'to the data Im

Cc( - P { G—QJV ;
to any ﬁ;usmess entlty operated for proﬁ This bill permits an educatlonal
\

sucn L M pre L4

agency to providé access(to a da toa usmess

%Lz&

entity if: 1) the business entityis broadcasting an event sponsored by the educational

systems, may participate in

'
.
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Nwin
gency; 2) the business entity has the permission of the educational agency to record

e business entity reimburses DOA for its

and broadcast the event; and 3);

proportionate share of the cost of the data line used to broadcast the event.

*kk ANALYSIS FROM -0778/1 *#%*
EMINENT DOMAIN

Currently, whenever an entity with the power of condemnation seeks to acquire
property by condemnation, it must provide the property owner with an appraisal of
the property and pay for the owner to acquire his or her own appraisal. This bill
provides that, if the property is being acquired for sewers or transportation facilities,
the owner may use an appraisal prepared by the owner or condemnor during the
period preceding negotiations in any subsequent appeal only if the appraisal was
provided to the other party during that period.

Currently, if a property owner agrees voluntarily to convey the property to the
condemnor at an agreed-upon price, the owner has the right, within six months, to
appeal the issue of the amount of compensation paid by the condemnor. This bill
eliminates this right for owners whose property is being acquired for sewers or
transportation facilities. The bill does not eliminate the owner’s right to appeal the

y

Currently, a property owner who on appeal is awarded more in {usf}

amount of compensation within two years if his or her property is condemned.

compensation than was offered by the condemnor is entitled to litigation expenses,
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including reasonable attorney fees, if the award exceeds the offer by at least $700 and
at least 15 percent. This bill provides that, in sﬁch a case, the amount of attorney
fees included in litigation expenses may not exceed one-third of the difference
between the offer and the award, except that if one-third of that difference is less
than $5,000, the amount of attorney fees included in litigation expenses may not

exceed $5,000.

//__ SIS FROM -0777/ 1

EMI T DOMAIN -
CBMINENT DOMAIN

Currently, a person displaced by the acquisition of property by an entity that

is vested with the power of condemnation is entitled to certain benefits from the
condemnor, including relocation assistance, assistance in the acquisition of
replacement housing, and moving expenses. The person must file a claim for such
benefits Within two years of being displaced. If the claim is not allowed within 90
days, the claimant may file an appeal in circuit court. Currently, there is no deadline

for filing an appeal. ~

f g‘gg@é } This bill provides that the claimant must file the appeal within two years.

*** ANALYSIS F FROM -1691/1 *#*
EMINENT DOMAIM
Under current law, Comm?fé@mayﬂ}aketnveﬁﬁégaons to determine whether

a condemnor is complying with the laws relating to relocation benefits and may seek

an order from a circuit court requiring compliance with those laws or discontinuance
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of work on that part of the project that is not in compliance. This bill eliminates this
authority.

Currently, a person displaced by the acquisition of property by a condemnor
may petition Commerce for review of his or her complaint. Commerce may attempt
to negotiate an acceptable solution with the condemnor. This bill eliminates these
provisions.

Current law directs the attorney general, at the request of Commerce, to
prosecute all necessary actions or proceedings for the enforcement of the laws

relating to relocation benefits. This bill eliminates this directive.

ySt islats fe Burea
**% ANALYSIS FROM -0508/7 ***
EMPLOYMENT

Under current law, in local government employment other than law
enforcement and fire fighting employment, if a dispute relating to the terms of a
proposed collective bargaining agreement has not been settled after a reasonable
period of negotiation and after mediation by the Wisconsin Employment Relations
Commission (WERC), either party, or the parties jointly, may petition WERC to
initiate compulsory, final, and binding arbitration with respect to any dispute

relating to wages, hours, and conditions of employment. An arbitrator must adopt
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the final offer of one of the parties on all disputed issues, which is then incorporated
into the collective bargaining agreemeni;. ’

This process does not apply, however, to a dispute over economic issues
involving a collective bargaining unit consisting of school district professional
employees if WERC determines, subsequent to an investigation, that the employer
has submitted a qualified economic offer (QEO). A QEO consists of a proposal to
maintain the percentage contﬁbution by the employer to the employees’ existing
fringe benefit costs and the employees’ existing fringe benefits and to provide for an
annual average salary increase having a cost to the employer at least equal to 2.1
percent of the existing total compensation and fringe benefit costs for the employees
in the collective bargaining unit plus any fringe benefit savings. Fringe benefit
savings is that amount, if any, ﬁy which 1.7 percent of the total compensation and
fringe benefit costs for all municipal employees in a collective bargaining unit for any
12-month period covered by a proposed collective bargaining agreement exceeds the
increased cost required to maintain the percentage contribution by the municipal
employer to the municipal employees’ existing fringe benefit costs and to maintain
all fringe benefits provided to the municipal employees. This bill eliminates the QEO

exception from the compulsory, final, and binding arbitration process.
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Under current law, school district professional employees must be placed in a
collective bargaining unit that is separate from the units of other school district

employees. This bill eliminates this requirement.

TN -—
N> fﬁ%@} Finally, the bill eliminates a 3.8 percent cap imposed on salary and fringe

benefit annual cost increases for all nonrepresented professional school district

employees.

**#% ANALYSIS FROM -1500/P5 ***

%,
. I

Under current law, faculty and academic staff of the UW System do not have

collective bargaining rights under the State Employment Labor Relations Act

(SELRA). This bill provides faculty and academic staff of the UW System collective
bargaining rights under state law in a manner similar to that provided other state
employees under SELRA.

This bill provides all UW System academic staff and all faculty, including
specifically faculty who are supervisors or managers, with the right to collectively
bargain over wages, hours, and conditions of employment. Collective bargaining
units are structured with separate units for faculty at UW-Madison, at
UW-Milwaukee, and at each of the UW System campuses and for academic staff at
UW-Madison, at UW-Milwaukee, and at each of the UW System campuses. The bill

also provides that, if the employees approve by vote, any two or more units for faculty
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may be combined into a single unit and any two or more units for academic staff may
be combined into a single unit. Representatives for each unit are chosen by election.

Unfair labor practices for UW System academic staff and faculty collective
bargaining are generally the same as those under SELRA, except that the bill

specifically provides that it is not an unfair iabor practice for the Board of Regents

members of the faculty or academic staff at one UW institution and not for such
persons at other UW institutions if certain conditions are met. The bill specifically
authorizes fair-share and maintenance of membership agreements for UW
academic staff and faculty collective bargaining, as is the case under SELRA. The
bill also prohibits strikes.

Under the bill, the subjects of collective bargaining are the same as under
SELRA, except that collective bargaining is prohibited on the mission and goals of
the Board of Regents of the UW System; the diminution of the right pf tenure
provided faculty; the rights granted faculty and academic staff under current law;
and academic freedom. Finally, under the bill, collective bargaining agreements
covering UW faculty and academic staff must be approved by the Joint Committee
on Employment Relations and adopted by the legislature.

*xx ANALYSIS FROM -1339/2 ***
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Under the current prevailing wage law, certain laborers, workers, mechanics,

and truck drivers employed on a state or local project of public works must be paid

at the rate paid for a majority of the hours worked in the person’s trade or occupation

in the county in which the project is located;-as determined by D and may not

be required or permitted to Work@-é;:—; number of hours per day and per Wﬁ
L greater nut per day an
M,
than the prevailing hours of labor, that isyno more than ten hours per day and 40

hours per week, unless they are paid 1.5 times their basic rate of pay (overtime pay)

o +hose

for all hours worked in excess of @ prevailing hours of labor. Currently, the

prevailing wage law does not apply to a multiple-trade public works project whose
estimated cost of completion is less than $234,000 or to a single-trade public works
project whose estimated cost of completion is less than $48,000. DWD adjusts those

amounts annually based on changes in construction costs.

0
This bill requires 1 Ia;l/yrers workers, mechanics, and truck drivers
employ
hcly funded private construction project to be paid not less than

the prevailing wage rate and to be paid overtime pay for all hours worked in excess

of the prevailing hours of labor. The bill defines a “publicly funded private

construction project” as a construction project, er than a project of public works,

Y 4,
that receives(f%\ancial assistance from a local governmental unitjand “financia
A ;

istance” as any grant—eoeperative agreement_loan rget, or any othe
Gy 3raw Cm?om*h% a 8r&mvﬁb LO(;{\ ) gﬁh)mgvd; Or#
/},n\/ S Le/
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arrangement by which a local governmental unit provides or otherwise makes
available assistance in any of the following forms:

1. Funding.

2. Atransfer or lease of real or personal property of the local governmental unit
or of any interest in or permission to use that property for less than fair market value
or for reduced consideration.

3. Proceeds from a subsequent transfer or lease of real or persone;l property
transferred or leased from the local governmental unit, if the local governmental
unit’s share of the fair market value of the property is not returned to the local
governmental unit.

4. A redevelopment contract, economic development agreement, industrial
development revenue agreement, contract for the development or redevelopmer;t of

a tax incremental district or a blighted area, or assistance provided to develop,

redevelopment, maintain, operate, or promote a business improvement distrj

o “Y\/\e, bl alse
the threshold for applicability of the prevailing wage law at an

estimated cost of project completion of $2,000, regardless of whether the project is

a single-trade project or a multiple-trade project, and eliminates the authority of

DWD to adjust that threshold.
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Current law requires each contractor, subcontractor, and agent performing
work on a project that is subject to the prevailing wage law to keep records indicating
the name and trade or occupation of every person performing work that is subject to
the prevailing wage law and an accurate record of the number of hours worked by
each of those persons and the actual wages paid for those hours worked. This bill
requires a contractor, subcontractor, or agent performing work on a project that is
subject to the prevailing wage law to submit, on a weekly basis, a certified record of
that information for the preceding week to the local governmental unit, state agency,

or private owner or developer authorizing the work.

Un&a‘ Cusrery )@urrent law requires DWD, if requested by any person,@ inspect the payroll

\wj DwD mrxwfk)

on req/ucslv :

records of any contractor, subcontractor, or agent performing work on a project that

is subject to the prevailing wage law to ensure compliance with that law. If the /

contractor, subcontractor, or agent is found to be in compliance with that law{and if

e person makingthe request is a person performing work that is subject to that law,
DWD must charge the person the actual cost of the inspection. If the contractor,
subcontractor, or agent is found to be in compliance with that law and if the person

making the request is not a person performing work that is subject to that law, DWD

f‘(&ﬁ“}"" Lor The
must charge the person $250 or the actualfost of the inspectionfwhichever is greates.

@54 ot 5;«}\ an
This bill requires DWD to charge a fperson making a request for theginspection @’{’
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those payroll records only if DWD finds that the contractor, subcontractor, © en?/

is in compliance with that law and that the request is frivolous. In order to find that

a request is frivolous, DWD must find that the person making the request made t.
M

Ui \ i 3
only & S Vead<
’\?\*Q, —}\request‘{i«n bad faith, solely for the purpose of harassing or maliciously injuring the

s'(: M\e, F%ﬂ&fk‘q

contractor, subcontractor, or agent, oz@at the person making the requestknew, or W

should have known, that there was no reasonable basis for believing that a violation

of the prevailing wage law had been committed. \\)\m D\rJD [eceNes &

Com {L‘m‘} anﬁ e
**% ANALYSIS FROM -1800/1 *** A{‘scr’:mt“ﬁ\'\o“

PLOYMENT;”

EMPLOYMENT,

P Under current lawﬁm@ho believes that he or she has been discrimi
n employment, housing, or the al enjoyment of aigtli)hg Hla{:e of lola Foon

A Lo

2 b&x /\3 o N ‘
accommodation|; that his or he as violated the fam\ily and medical 1 ave ¢
7 o cemﬂm«,‘b s&may '\3 rete mlcicn

law; that he or she has been retaliated against)\for disclosing information

demonstrating mismanagement or abuse of authority in state or local government

(commonly referred to as “the whistleblower law”)qf‘“'ﬁﬁf/iortzm or she has been

Tor a @Gmpgﬁ;";a{zjﬂﬂa‘suimﬁéﬁn
discriminated against’ for exercising any right relating to public employee

occupational safety and health @E_Eomplaint (complaint) with DWD, an

AN

)
} DWD must investigate the complaint to determine whether there is probable cause

to believe that a violation occurred (Erobable cause). Under current DWD rules, if
>

£a
D etermines that there igino probable cause,@/WD must dismiss the complaint
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£

complamant may request a hearing on the issue of probable cause before éj/

6 hear a9 X G A

C—&dm—iﬁ-isimfive Iam/

\g/ 0
This bill eliminates the right ff a complainant whose complaint is dismisieif’or//

0\,&3 .;'AD;\'CQA

lack of probable cause to request/a hearing on the issue of probable causepefore an

)f,aa.;‘»ét.{, Br‘htfb
e Sndimg o : — . :
. administrative law judge. Under the bill, if DWD determines that there is no
34 no P(\:sbal‘w,
Couwse probable cause and dismisses a cemplaint, the order of dismissal is the final decision

of DWD, whichf may be appealed to the circuit court.

, *** ANALYSIS FROM -1307/1 ***
Under current law, for property tax purposes, agricultural land is land that is

devoted primarily to agricultural use, as defined by the Department of Revenue by

rule. Under this bill, agricultural land does not include land that is platted and zoned

for residential, commercial, or industrial use.

T veer

/"‘%)
- \3@% e 5‘"" **% ANALYSIS FROM -1629/1 ***

EMPLOYMENT) ~
e

Under current law, DOJ is required to defend claims against the work injury
supplemental benefit (WISB) fund, which is a fund that is used to pay supplemental
worker’s compensation to employees with permanent total disability, additional
death benefits to the children of a deceased employee, additional worker’s
compensation to an employee with permanent partial digability who incurs furth%ly Gv

4here 15 no A&u‘/‘»—a e

permanent disability, and worker’s compensation when ’(an otherwise meritorious

claim fpr occupational disease is barred by the statute of limitations, when the status
I
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L
or existence of the employer or insurer cannot be determined, or when there is

otherwise no adequate remedy{ DOd is also required to prosecute claims for payment

into the WISB fund against an employer when an in?ury results in death or in the

kS
1 ML
loss or total impairment of a hand, arm, foot, leg, br eye or when a minor is injured

while working without a work permit or in prohibited employment. This bill permits

DWD to retain DOA or an insurance service organization, in addition to DOJ, to
prosecute or defend claims for payment into or out of the WISB fund, except that
under the bill DOJ must continue to appear on behalf of the state in administrative

hearings or court proceedings on such claims.

e ANALYSIS FROM -0417/2 ***

s

This bill perrmts the employment service program to be funded, m add1/1;1on
?'gwgf’“ gﬁ,@vfs’f %ﬁgé’ag?w e {,ﬁf ot e f&f% { N}b I "‘ff‘*%{"‘g

from t% special federal gran% The change potentially increases the liability of MQ! oy
g, Mot

employers to finance UI benefits through contributions (taxes). ( L
(é—,a ?‘ﬁ}ﬁ é{i j;
*#% ANALYSIS FROM -1499/1 *** . 7T
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WATER (52 &(C9)

In 2007 Wisconsin Act 227 (the act), which took effect on June 11, 2008, this
state ratified the Great Lakes—St. Lawrence River Basin Water Resources Compact

(the compact) and established provisions for implementing the compact in this state.

S C},””}
rri‘he compact relates to the withdrawal and use of groundwater ‘and surface water 7

:
i

from the watersheds of the Great Lakes and the St. Lawrence River (the Great Lakes @

i N,M

S

T - PI———

basm) Among numerous other requlrements, the compact requires each

i

partlclpatmg state to regulate new and increased withdrawals of water from the
i Great Lakes basin beginning no later than five years after the compact takes effect.

The implementation provisions in the act were predicated on the assumption
that the compact would not take effect for several years. ‘For example the ac‘c 1

Uy

£
?

g IR

reqmred DNR to promulgate rules in order to 1mplement varlous Rﬂowsmusmbhewm

f

;
L

‘act. The rules had not been promulgated by February 1 2009 @ﬁe compact

{/{;g 7 —
). took effect on December 8, 2008, following ratification by all of the Great Lakes states

/

A PP—

and consent by Congress.
The implementation provisions in the act included a statute that only applied
before the compact took effect. Many of the provisions in that statute had not been
i A
[or exawy

implemented when the compact took effect. /% Tﬁxat statute contains a provision that

generally would have prohibited a person from making a withdrawal of water from
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the Great Lakes basin that averages more than 100,000 gallons per day in any
30-day period after May 31, 2015, unless the withdrawal was covered by a permit
from DNR. The statute also contains a provision that would have required DNR, no
later than June 1, 2015, to automatically issue permits to cover withdrawals of water
from the Great Lakes basin that, as of June 1, 2011, averaged more than 100,000
gallons per day in any 30-day period. No permits were issued under this statute.

The implementation provisions in the act also include a statute that took effect

4

when the compact took effect. This statute, currently in effect, generaﬂy‘ prohibits

S—

a person from making a withdrawal of water from the Great Lakes basin that
averages more than 100,000 gallons per day in any 30-day period unless the

withdrawal is covered by a permit from DNR or an interim approval. A withdrawal
- hao

is “considered to have, /an interim approval if the person making the withdrawal

W

A took. effe it

4
registered the withdrawal with DNR before the compactss eﬁectlvwaaw The statute
% f@wé cffed

requires that DNR, no later than one year after the compacﬁ S effective date/

é

automatically issue permits that cover withdrawals with interim approvals.
p&ﬂzﬂd regruvemenb fur
This bill delays to December 8, 2011, thefbgg}gbltmn on making a withdrawal

R Auk
| of water from the Great Lakes bﬁas:g_@g%%erageéﬁore than 100,000 gallons per day

T

I——— )«me;v%

3
A

in any 30-day period inless tﬁe Wlthdrawal is covered by a permit from DNR or anwg

%nterim approval., It also delays until that date the requirement that DNR



